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6. ^ lit, nRqrfn t<<ih~i!ft 11 

^%3wraqf, 3^^TT^^q■^^^T «('»MHWTr«n 

qror ■qwrc % aflr l^nqqf qiR i 

■qf ft) 3Tiq'?EqqT%%^W^^^^'^'iTOT'^WTST'^f 

iipt. qilpt, 'Wd'^j'TO 


MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture and Cooperation) 

RESOLUTION 

New Delhi, the 18th November, 1996 

No. 16-2/92-HA.—The National Committee on Use of Plastics in Agriculture (NCPA) was originally set up mdn the 
Department of Chemicals & Petrochemicals in 1981, The Committee was reconstituted in 1986, 1989 and again in 1993. In 
order to make this committee more efiective and to focus its endeavours in a more coordinated manner for promoting Rk use 
of plastics in agriculture, it has been decided to reconstitute the National Committee on Use of Plastics in Agriculture OtBiein- 
after referred to as the oommittee) under the Department of agriculture & Cooperation, as under:— 


1. 

Union Agriculture Minister 

— 

Chairman. 

2. 

Secretary, 

DeptL of Agriculture & Cooperation 

— 

Member. 

3. 

Director General, 

Indian Council of Agriculture Research. 

__ 

Member. 

4. 

Additional Secretary (Incharge), 

Deptt. of Agriculture & Cooperatioa 

_ 

Member. 

5. 

Agriculture Commissioner, 

Department of Agriculture & Cooperation 


Member. 

6. 

Dy. Director General (Engg.) 

Indian Council of Agriculture Reasearch 


Member. 

7, 

Adviser (Agri.), 

Plaiming Commission. 

_ 

Member. 

8. 

Additional Secretary, 

Ministry of Water Resources. 


Member. 

9. 

Financial Adviser, 

Deptt. of Agriculture & Cooperation. 

_ 

Member, 

10. 

Agriculture Production CommissioiKr, 

Government of Karnataka. 

_ 

Member, 

11. 

Agriculture Production Commissioner, 

Government of Maharashtra. 


Member, 

12. 

Vice-Chancellor, 

Indira Gandhi Krishi Vishwa Vidalaya, Raipur, 

. ... 

Member. 

13. 

Project Director. 

Water Technology Centre, 

Indian Agriculture Research Institute 


Member. 

14. 

Chairman & Managing Director, 

Indian Petrochemicals Limited, Vadodra. 


Member. 

15. 

Represantative of NABARD. 

— 

Member. 

16. 

President, 

Drip Manufteturers Association 

_ 

Member. 
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17. Shn Abdul Hai, 

Vill. & P.O. 

Kaire Banka, Via fCeoti Ranway, 

P.S Bisfi, Distt. Madhubani, 

Bihar. — Member. 

18. Shri K, Ranmane Portke, 

616, Thiruvalluvar, 

Kudiyiruppu, Anna Nagar West, 

Madras-bOO 040 — Member 

19. Horticuture Commissioner, 

Deptt. of Agriculture & Cooperation. — Member Secretary. 

2. The terms of reference of the committee would be as under; 

(i) to prepare plans for use of plastics in agriculture with a view to increase agricultural productivity with special 
reference to optimising the use of available water resources, improving quality of the product, and reducing post 
harvest losses. 

(ii) To recommend suitable policy measures such as fiscal policy subsidy, assistance to farmers etc. for promotion of 
use of plastics in agriculture. 

(lii) To suggest strategies for propogation and increased adoption of various plasticulture applications with special 
reference to drip irrigation systems, green houses, mulching, packaging, etc. 

(iv) To arrange promotion of Research and Development to build data base, to assist in prescribing quality standards for 
plastics used in agriculture, water management etc. 

(v) To supervise and monitor effectively the performance of Plasticuture Development Centres (PDCs) in particular 
and overall development of plasticulmre in general. 

(vi) Any other matter coimected with promotion of plasticultine in the country. 

3. The term of the Committee will initially be for a period of three years from the date of issue of this Resolution The 
non-official members shall hold offfice during the pleasure of the Chairman. The Committee shall meet as often as necessary 
but at least once in a year. The Committee shall submit its reports to the Government on annual basis. 

4. The Secretarial assistance required for the Committee vrill continue to be provided by the Central Coordination Cell 
consisting of personnel drawn from the Indian Patrochemicals Ltd, as at present. 

5. The expenditure on TA/DA of the Vicc-ChanccUors of Agricultural Universities and the non-official members in 
connection with the journeys undertaken on C ominittece's business will be met out of the funds allocated for the committee. The 
corresponding expenditure in respect of other o.\-officio members will be borne by their respective Department. 

6. The Government may make suitable changes in the composition and the terms of reference, etc. of the committee if 
required. 


ORDER 

Ordered that a copy of tire Resolution be commnicated to all the State Governments, Union Territories Administrations, 
Lok Sabha and Rajya Sabha Secretariats and the concerned Ministries and Departments of the Government of India, 

Ordered also that the Resolution be published in the Gazette of India for general information. 

Dr. G. L. KAUL, Horticulture Commissioner 


Printeid by tho Manager, Oovt. of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapiiri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110034— 1996 
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^I'Hlci ^jf I 

(s) ai^r ^ T37W ^ #r xrn # T?^ # % 3Rrt %r 

"^f 1%^ "T^ T^qr -niig^ 3^ t^tHh ^i4qifc'M\' % 

«jRt^ 11 7 r®nPl, 

I ( 6 ) i 3 rfT'#T!;^’#^'qn 4 f,-q^^fjRPTCSir^t ift 

iLCTit ^ wiW %-^IFTFR ^?R "qr 

■>IM ■q^ 7 T*ii 11 

j^ ( 7 ) i 3 yT Tft ^qi # T^Jt ^^rfqpT TT^ TJ^T STHTb^ q>^' 
'^'J*in 'ni’q % Rrm,"f {Jf^qr^TT^TT^ 

fM^fl 

( 8 ) qf (^‘Hi’anqi't ftr^mi^f^ 66 .i%qiMq‘?Tm 

Plauditai'h:i!t)i4*i^qsRsrqrsfftqi 

wil 

I (9) ^TjqPT^ 

19 26 ij 

'flbfef-'qf^trnTT 

q^f f^ir; 

( 1 ) ^^4^^|^T^%apfq7^TqgT^ grot ^ •fag? 

^qrWqqr; 

^^ ^ ^ ^ % atgro 

qq ftqfn % qsnqr-5^ 11 

^ li u qKpqqi qritf-qft«nqf % % 47 

49 sh'aifti^flTi-^^afieraTW'^ 

^ ^ # qqp) ^ % qvft aqqmf qi: ^mi q^ ikf qT 

qRq WfT^ qq ■y^i'^ ^ : 

qSt qf?i 

(V. qftr qt. ^q) 


■ qqpqqi wq qftqirqf 



qrq 



1. ct?I: 

1^^ %., 
ii^qq, iqqqw^ 

I ■^’jqi% 

iatqi?q ^ w-w«i4 

qhqfk iifWt, 

8M0=ro % 5ncni°ii f^prfq 

2. ^ ; *^in*l^H 

n'il'ii^H '^+i ^tqqqqrf 

'SM'Ci'TO % •q^iqi ’Piqfirqi 


10900 

17400 

18600 

12300 

16900 

18600 

18500 

18500 


35. T#iq5li) qilfi%3T«4#l 23-5-96 ■^3lkl^[fk?l 

3nTf*qqj wq-qfk^* q>t ■jPs q^ f I 

"^tqqi 'q<i'41, arfqqiRt 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 3rd December, 1996 

FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject: Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of 
Low Carbon Ferro Chrome (LCFC) originating in 
or exported from Russia and Kazakhstan—^Final 
Findings. 

47/ADD/94.—^Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identifica¬ 
tion, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 
1995, thereof 

PROCEDURE 

2. The Procedure described below has been 
followed: 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to 
as the Authority) notified Preliminary Findings vide 
Notification No. 47/ADD/94 dated the 23rd May, 
1996 and requested the interested parties to make 
their views known in writing within forty days from 
the date of its pubheation; 

(ii) Forwarding a copy of the Preliminary Findings, all 
known interested parties were requested to furnish 
their views, if any, on the preliminaiy findings within 
forty days of the date of the letter; 

(iii) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the Prelimi- 
nary Findings to the Embassy of Russia and 
Kazakhstan in New Delhi with a request that the 
exporters and other interested parties may be ad¬ 
vised to fiimish views on the Preliminary Findings; 

(iv) The Authority has cohcluded the investigation within 
the extended time hmit allowed by the Central 
Government. 

(v) The Authority held a public hearing on 11-10-96 to 
hear views orally. All the parties attending the pub¬ 
lic hearing were requested to file written submis¬ 
sions of the views expressed orally. The parties were 
advised to collect copy of the views expressed by 
the opposing parties and were requested to offer their 
rebuttals, latest by 24-10-96. 

(vi) In accordance to Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the 
essential facts/basis considered for these findings 
were disclosed to all known interested parties and 
comments received on the same have also been duly 
considered in these findings. 

PETITIONER’S VIEWS 

3. The petitioner in response to the PreUminaiy Find¬ 
ings made the following submissions ; 

(i) Zimbabwe has been rightly adopted as a surrogate 
country. Even countries such as Brazil and Euro¬ 
pean Union facing similar problems adopted Zim¬ 
babwe as surrogate coimtry and imposed anti diunp- 
ing duty. 
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(ii) The Authority should consider factors prevailing, 
during period of investigation and the latest prices 
of LCFC are not relevant, It may also possible that 
the exporters have temporarily raised the prices to 
give the impression that they are not dumping, 

|(iii) The custom duty has been reduced from 50% at the 
time of filing petition to 27% at present. If the same 
is considered the landed cost of the material stands 
further reduced, 

(iv) The amount of Anti-dumping Ehity recommended 
by the Authority is substantially and significantly 
less than what such rate should have been, particu¬ 
larly in case of M/s. Derek Raphel and Co. Ltd., 
London and M/s. Societc Anonym Des Mi Y. 
Luxemburg. 

tv) It appears that the fair selhng price adopted by the 
Authority is less than the fair selling price submit¬ 
ted by the petitioner. The rate of Anti-dumping Duty 
m case of the two exporters mentioned in the above 
para is lower by about Rs. 8000/-. 

VIEWS OF EXPORTERS, IMPORTERS AND 
OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES 

4. The importers and exporters have expressed their 
vietjs, and the same are briefly mentioned below : 

(a) Expoi^ci^ •* 

(i) M/s, SYNCRET replied that it was impossible to 
provide the information requested by the Authority 
in Rs, since rate of exchange kept on changing and 
was rather unstable. The qucstiomiaire sent by the 
Authority did not give exporters fair chance to re¬ 
spond. 

fii) The contention of the petifioner that the informa¬ 
tion with regard to Normal Value was not available 
is unacceptable. Russian Ministry of Metallurgy 
published the price of LCFC on a monthly basis for 
1993 and 1994 

(]iii) Russia can hardly be compared with Zimbabwe for 
constructing cost of production. 

(jiv) Para 10 of Preliminary Findings is inconclusive, as 
the Normal Value slated is without unit of measure¬ 
ment and carbon content. 

(v) LCFC imported in India had a carbon content be¬ 
tween 0,15% and 0.25%. Both the grades are not 
produced by the petitioner. 

(Vi) Since the prevailing market prices arc much higher 
than the period of investigation, the whole issue is 
irrelevant. 

(b) ijnporters and Other Interested Parties: 

(i) The Authority has not completed the investigation 
within the time limit prescribed under the Rules, 
including the extended time period. 

([u) Cost of Production worked out by the Authority for 
the purpose of Normal Value is highly doubtful as 


the details of cost have not been made available. 
During the period of investigation the imports were 
cheaper, but subsequently the prices have increased. 
The intcniational prices move so fast and scenario 
changes so rapidly that condiuons necessitating 
dumping also disappear^ 

(iii) There is a substantial price difference in LCFC de¬ 
pending upon the carbon'ddhtent in the ferro alloj'. 
Tlus Authority should classify carbon content whiltr 
calculating Normal Value. 


(iv) 


(V) 

(Vi) 


(vii) 

(viii) 


The imports of LCFC have shown significant in¬ 
crease because of almost negligible imports in the 
preceding'Vears. The Steel industry faced recession 
resulting in decline in production. The decline in 
production in case of petitioner is almost equivalent 
to the decline ia production of stainless steel for 
which LCFC i^sed. 

A large number consumers have changed tech¬ 
nology resulting in\decline in demand for LCFC. 

Comparison of the ptoses of HCFC and LCFC are 
not irrelevant for the of .the investigatioB 

as observed by the AutW^^y ^ Preliminary Find¬ 
ings, The price difference between the two in the 
international market is Rs!\|^'^' compared to 
Rs. 40/- per kg. in case of InP®' 

The imposition of Anti-dn^P^^S Duty would 
benefit only the monopoly proT*^ 

While disclosing the essential “ terms of rule 

16 supra, the Authority has tint Hi^l oscd the data 
on which the cost of production is 
also desired to know the Normal ^ ^ 

jmy margin. It has been contended 
raation sought by them would be necer"’^ 
to submit a reply. 



EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

5 The submissions made by the petitioner, 
importers and other interested parties have been ( 
and considered by the Authority while arriving at these find¬ 
ings and, wherever appropriate, have been dealt hereinafter. 
The comments made subsequent to the disclosure of the es¬ 
sential facts have also been appropriately dealt with herein¬ 
after. 


6. The Authority confirms, in the absence of any di¬ 
rect response from the exporters in the form and manner 
prescribed, having made these findings on the basis of the 
facts available to it as per rule 6(8) supra. 

LIKE ARTICLES AND DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

7, Under Rule 2(d) "like article” means an article which 
is identical or alike in all respects to the article under investi¬ 
gation for being dumped in India or in the absence of such an 
article, another article which although not alike in all respects, 
has characteristics closely resembling those of the articles 
under investigation. 



